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HE extraordinarily difficult, almost exasperating character of the 

German Question is created by its many various aspects. There is 
the economic one: what are the relations between German and European, 
as well as world economies? Would not an economically strong Germany 
upset foreign markets and make other countries dependent upon her? There 
is the political issue: what ought to be the position of Germany in Europe? 
Is Germany able and willing to participate in a balance of power system, 
or would she invariably try to use her power exclusively for her own advan- 
tage? What role will Germany play in the conflict between East and 
West? There are problems of German internal organizations and frontiers: 
is a unified Germany not a constant threat to world peace? But does not 
a dismemberment of Germany create an eternal irredenta? There are 
moral and intellectual issues: what role has National Socialism played in 
German history? Will it not come back again, perhaps under another 
name, as soon as some external restraints are removed? Or is National 
Socialism, with its aggression and terror, only an accident for which non- 
Germans are at least as responsible as the Germans themselves? Have we 
the right to make Germans particularly accountable for a general develop- 
ment which only manifested itself first in Germany, and victimized the 
German people itself? 

These are a few of the most important aspects of the German Question. 
At the end of World War II, American public opinion tended to take a 
moral and punitive-defensive attitude towards Germany. To make a new 
Nazi German aggression impossible was regarded as the most important 
task. Therefore German political and economic organization had to be re- 
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arranged, and those German groups which had made Nazism possible 
were to be removed from all influential positions. Industrial Germany was 
to be replaced, as the Morgenthau Plan demanded, by an agricultural coun- 
try. The Nazis were to be punished for their participation in the crimes 
ordered by Hitler. But this approach was opposed from the beginning 
by another which has today become definitely predominant: Germany’s 
prosperity is required not only for her needs but for those of European 
recovery. The famous arguments first made by Keynes after the Treaty 
of Versailles reappeared: without German industry no reconstruction of the 
world, particularly of Europe, can be achieved. The American taxpayer, 
it is added, cannot be expected to spend huge sums each year in order 
to keep alive a de-industrialized Germany. And further: rehabilitation of 
Germany will be a blow against the Communist U.S.S.R. The Soviets will 
be prevented from taking over a Germany pauperized by the Morgenthau 
Plan, a Germany which would have aligned itself with them after a bitter 
disappointment by the West. The punitive demands are opposed by the 
necessity to forgive and forget, by the stories that other powers after all 
acted no better than Germany, that the U.S.S.R. is the most ruthless 
totalitarian state, and that even sinners must be given a chance to redeem 
themselves—if one can at all regard the Germans, who were Hitler’s first 
victims, as sinners. 

The book of Gustav Stolper, German Realities, is characteristic of this 
evolution, whose adherents regard former Secretary of the Treasury Mor- 
genthau as a kind of devil. His views are vigorously rejected as having 
exercised a most nefarious influence. Before 1933 the late Gustav Stolper 
was a member of the German Reichstag—he played a role in the small 
democratic group—and a well-known economic editor. He died last year, 
a few months after having completed his work as advisor to Herbert Hoover 
on a mission to Germany. 

The basic thoughts of his very skillfully written volume run as follows: 
First, the dilettante view on relations with the Soviet Union which pre- 
vailed during World War II permitted Stalin to take over very large 
parts of Germany in payment only for agreements promising the introduc- 
tion of democracy and economic unity in Germany—agreements which the 
Soviets manifestly had no intention of keeping. Secondly, the nature of 
Nazism was misunderstood. It was simply identified with Germany; it 
was not recognized as a totalitarian ideology and movement whose first 
victims were the Germans themselves. Thirdly, a legalistic and bureau- 
cratic approach was applied to economic problems as well as to political 
issues. Uneconomic concepts concerning the de-industrialization and de- 
militarization of Germany were predominant. For purposes of disarmament 
a political control is sufficient in Germany. All industries can be changed 
easily into war industries, therefore a reduction of the so-called ‘war poten- 
tial’ is meaningless. It was overlooked that German de-industrialization 
would do harm not only to Germany alone. The obsession with the alleged 
danger from Germany prevented any understanding of the biological 
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damage suffered by Germany, which rules her out, even after a recovery, 
from the rank of a dangerous potential aggressor. Fourthly, but fortunately, 
even under the vengeful Directive GCS 1067-6, “a disaster involving per- 
haps a score of a million lives was prevented by the invading allies... 
that within hours or days a minimum of civil order was restored, out of the 
complete chaos, and life kept going amidst the ruins, for this the German 
people owe the Western victors a debt of gratitude which has rarely been 
recognized in the distress and disappointment of the following months and 
years” (page 67). And since 1947, though perhaps too late, a reasonable 
attitude prevails which regards German industrial production and general 
economic recovery as necessary for the recovery of Europe and the world. 

Stolper rejects not only a political separation of the Ruhr territory 
from Germany, but also its being put under international control. Such 
an international control would not work on account of the negative attitude 
of the German workers involved, as well as on account of the impossibility 
of reaching positive agreements among the controlling powers in the long 
run. Stolper rejects the views which make Prussian militarism and German 
Big Business responsible for the Nazis. He regards Nazism as an inter- 
national totalitarian movement which, through a particularly ruthless 
group and its unscrupulous methods, conquered Germany. He points out 
that foreign blindness, even sympathies, made the initial successes of 
Hitler possible, which were the first steps toward war. 

Stolper’s book will interest even those who will regard some of its 
views as too much influenced by “special pleading.” It is surely true, 
for instance, that oversimplified accusations are made against German Big 
Business which allegedly put the Nazis into the saddle. But on the 
other hand, to say that only Thyssen among business leaders was a Nazi 
before 1933, is to fall into the opposite simplification. Stolper must have 
heard, for instance, about such a man as Kirdorf, who had great authority 
among the Ruhr industrialists and who was a fervent supporter of the 
Leader. Schacht was no lone wolf in turning to the Nazis before 1933. 

It is regrettable that Stolper does not more closely analyze the factors 
which made the rise of Nazism in Germany possible and permitted many 
for a long time to believe that German national traditions were indis- 
solubly linked with Hitler and his government. Somewhat in contradiction 
to his general view which regards Nazism as a kind of accident, Stolper 
casually mentions that Hitler fulfilled the wishes of groups uprooted after 
the defeat in 1918, and that the Nazi “coordination” of German life was 
made easier by the great influence of German governmental agencies in 
German economic life. 

But even those who must disagree with Stolper’s attempt to minimize 
the difference between German and non-German political and social de- 
velopments will read his book with profit. His chapter on “German Popu- 
lation Development” contains very valuable information which is based on 
the work of Professor H. Sauermann of Frankfurt-am-Main. True, it 
must be regretted that the German population development is not com- 
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pared with the effects of the German policy of genocide on the develop- 
ment of the population in other countries. Excellent are the descriptions 
of the policies in the Soviet and French zones. Stolper’s general attitude 
towards economic questions is that of a moderate liberal opposed to 
bureaucracy, planning, and socialization. On the one hand, Stolper appar- 
ently does not believe in the imminence of war with Russia. On the other 
hand, he does not see any possibility of a compromise with the U.S.S.R. 
Therefore he assumes that there will be a split between Western and 
Eastern Germany. It is obvious to him that Western Germany must become 
a fully integrated part of Western Europe. 

Differing from Gustav Stolper, James P. Warburg bases his book, 
Germany—Bridge or Battleground, on some hope that a Soviet under- 
standing with the West may be possible. He emphasizes that a develop- 
ment which would make Germany a factor for conflict between East and 
West would be fatal. A compromise “must be achieved by direct meetings 
of the minds without either side seeking to win the support of the Germans 
against the other, and it must be a compromise which applies to all of 
Germany” (page 236). It is quite obvious that such reasonable views are 
at the moment not realistic, But that ought not to prevent the considera- 
tion of Warburg’s book as a valuable description of the developments in 
postwar Germany up to 1947. His tone is much more moderate than that 
of Gustav Stolper, who apparently has always regarded a conflict with 
the Soviet Union as unavoidable and has little sympathy for the difficul- 
ties which face leaders of a wartime coalition. But Warburg too is an 
opponent of the de-industrialization policy of Morgenthau, and he criticizes 
the policy accepted for Eastern Germany which permitted mass expulsions 
and which cut off too much of Germany’s territory. He sketches the in- 
tellectual and educational backgrounds of German authoritarianism. But 
these chapters are much too brief, and therefore touch only the surface. 
On the whole, it is a book which may be used for purposes of introducing 
general information. In its appendix it reprints many important docu- 
ments, as does Stolper’s book. Warburg has surely not written so brilliant 
and personal a book as that of the late German economist. On the other 
hand, though it suffers from a somewhat pedestrian, and journalistic 
character, it is much more free of passion and prejudice. 

Report on Germany, by Louis H. Brown, the well-known chairman 
of the Johns-Mansville Corporation, deserves attention as an impressive 
illustration of how the American practical mind turns today to concrete 
proposals concerning German reconstruction. Its proposals are very simple 
and direct: reduction of German production capacity must stop; the 
western zones must be unified; obstacles which prevent direct participa- 
tion of the German people in their economic recovery must be removed; 
reparations and denazification policies must be regarded as ended; Ger- 
many must be invited to participate in the Marshall Plan Conferences; 
controls over German economic life (“Schachtism”) must be abolished; 
the United States ought to stay in Berlin and not give in to Russia. 
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Brown is inclined to believe that Russia “will not go to war and will 
wait at least the outcome of the next few years” (page 137). He assumes, 
too, that a political control will be sufficient for German demilitarization. 
It may be noted that Brown has not devoted too much attention to 
German labor problems. He apparently had no contacts with German 
labor leaders or union representatives. There are some oversimplifying 
statements in the book. In the chapter “The German Situation Today,” 
written by Mr. William C. Bober, an economic advisor of Mr. Brown, 
one reads: “We can let elected officials reign. But the best brains of Ger- 
many we can find, appointed by Uncle Sam who is destined to foot the 
bill, should rule under our hand. In such a government the German masses 
would have confidence” (page 54). Fortunately the book contains many 
descriptions of the life in Germany which do not justify this kind of 
primitive advice. 

The student of Germany anxious to have a detached analysis of her 
present situation will obviously prefer the volume edited by the Council 
on Foreign Relations, The Problem of Germany, to the volume of Brown 
which, despite all good will and praiseworthy intentions, makes a dilettante 
impression. The study of Hoyt Price on the “Economic Aspects of the 
German Problem” condenses in a comparatively few pages a great wealth 
of information; and this information is presented in such a way that the 
reader is aware that the author has no axe to grind. Price attempts to 
point out means of combining the recovery of world economics with the 
regaining of economic health by Germany. Six chapters deal respectively 
with the “German food problem” (the consequences of the loss of the 
eastern breadbasket are emphasized) ; “Raw Materials for German Indus- 
try” (“disarmament accomplished by de-industrialization is costly and will 
damage not only Germany but also European reconstruction”—page 56); 
“International Control of the Ruhr” (whose prospects are judged rather 
skeptically); “Rebuilding the German Transportation System”; “The 
Need for Currency Reform.” The second part of the book contains a dis- 
cussion of the “Social and Cultural Aspects of the German Problem” by 
Carl E. Schorske. The starting point is the relation between authoritarian 
nationalism so important in modern German history, and the German 
middle class. The present intellectual and cultural situation is described, 
using German sources, Some information on churches and educational 
policies is given. Correctly emphasized is the role played by various 
forms of escapism, often very noble ones, and a certain conservatism 
in some church circles, particularly in Protestant ones. Schorske complains 
about the isolationism in which German intellectuals continue to live, 
and the necessity of building up cultural exchanges with Germany, in- 
cluding a flow of literature as well as exchanges of students, professors, 
etc. The extent to which Germany is kept out of contact with the outside 
world is shown by Schorske’s own study. He mentions titles of German 
books which he could not obtain, and he uses comparatively few issues of 
the Frankfurter Hefte. He apparently did not have at his disposal the issue 
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of the Frankfurter Hefte containing the famous letter of Ida Goerres on the 
church, one of the most important documents about the religious situation 
in Germany. His study is not very optimistic in its outlook. He emphasizes 
at the end that only cooperation among the great powers can prevent the 
rebirth of new anti-democratic forces. The victors ought to renounce at- 
tempts to build Germany after their own image, for their own purposes. 
“The alternative” is the rise of “two undemocratic Germanies” which will 
be “instruments of our mutual destruction.” 

Wilhelm Répke’s attempt to present The Solution of the German Prob- 
lem emphasizes, as Schorske does, its cultural-historical basis. German 
society of 1933 was a sick society, and therefore particularly ready to accept 
the totalitarian poison which in itself is not specifically German, but can be 
observed—as Benjamin Constant’s analysis of Napoleon’s system shows— 
in all tyrannies. R6pke regards the victory of Prussianism, established 
by the unification of Germany in Bismarck’s Great Prussian Reich, as 
the fatal event in modern German history. Hitler appears as the heir of 
Bismarck—an opinion not shared by many Germans. They differentiate 
between Bismarck who, despite all amoralistic features, belonged to the 
conservative world, and the nihilist Nazis. In any case, Rdpke’s book, 
written with much passion and with many highly personal digressions, is 
‘a very able expression of German federalist anti-Bismarckian views, too 
little known outside Germany, and even inside. Répke pitilessly takes 
to task those German intellectuals who either submitted to Hitler or tried 
to justify his tyranny—but he is as outspoken in his rejection of those 
non-Germans who, until a world war was unavoidable, misunderstood 
Hitler’s system completely. 

What is his solution of the German Problem? A moral regeneration— 
return to pre-Bismarckian decentralizing traditions; reestablishment of 
political-social units corresponding to the various natural-traditional 
groups into which the German people is divided and which were sub- 
merged by Prussian centralism and by the artificial units created in 
modern Germany; abolition of unnecessary and unhealthy collectivism; 
reliance upon individual and group initiative. Répke, with Hayek, regards 
socialism as a fatal modern illness leading to serfdom and domination by 
small ruthless groups. He is for a peace treaty with the various German 
states, and not with an artificially established central government, though 
he advises the formation of a German confederation. The anti-socialistic 
strictures will be most intelligible to the American reader in this book 
which is full of brilliant sidelights and shrewd observations; but on the 
other hand, its federalistic, anti-centralistic program may appear to a 
large part of the American public as a return to medievalism. But that 
would be a wrong impression—for Répke is one of the most astute stu- 
dents of modern economic theory, and his book contains a very ingenious 
discussion of the requirements of a currency reform under present condi- 
tions in Germany. 

The five books reviewed are written by authors of very different back- 
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ground and with most different political philosophies (sometimes presented 
in a subtle, sometimes in a crude naive form). But all agree: Germany’s 
recovery is necessary for European recovery. They emphasize the neces- 
sity of linking up Germany with the western world—though some hope 
that a break with the U.S.S.R. may be avoided. All are amazed and 
appalled, in spite of all differences in their interpretations of German 
history and responsibility, by the bureaucracy to be observed under the 
occupation. None of them seems to fear that there is or may rise again 
a material basis for German aggressiveness which has to be destroyed | 
by surgery, by de-industrialization. All complain about the division of 
Germany into zones, the errors committed in the provisional settlement 
concerning Germany’s-eastern frontier, which brought about a mass influx 
of refugees into western Germany. And all are inclined to regard what 
has been done in Germany up to now as unsatisfactory, as at best pre- 
paring through trial and error better solutions, helpful for Germany as 
well as for Europe and the world. 


